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argument which delighted his many admirers all over the country.
He introduced indeed a new spirit into the Council, and while the
country applauded, officialdom was furious at the change of tone
and temper in the Opposition which he brought about.
The first measure of importance, in the discussion of which
Pherozeshah made himself felt, was the'Cotton Duties Bill, which
came up for consideration in the Imperial Council in December,
1894. We have dealt with the circumstances under which Lancashire
was allowed to exploit India in 1879 by the abolition of the Cotton
Duties. With the advent of Lord Ripon, a robust Free-trader, and
aided by the prosperous condition of the finances of 1882, all import
duties were abolished, except on salt and liquor, by the then Finance
Minister, Sir Evelyn Baring. Financial exigencies, however, rendered
necessary in 1894 the practical restoration of the tariff of 1875,
under which everything had to be imported at a 5 per cent duty.
That the Lancashire interest might not suffer thereby, Sir Henry
Fowler, who was then the presiding deity at Whitehall, imposed an
excise duty of 5 per cent on all cotton yarns below 30s, to which the
Government of India had to yield, eliciting from the Times of India
the remark that the forces of China had not surrendered more
helplessly before their pursuing enemies than Lord Elgin's Govern-
ment had done before a masterful Secretary of State. For a full
history of this discreditable measure, we must turn to the proceed-
ings of the Legislative Council, when Mr. (afterwards Sir) James
Westland, Finance Minister of the day, introduced the Cotton Duties
Bill It was well known that he was opposed to the measure, and the
anomalous position in which he and other members of the Council
were placed, raised an interesting constitutional question. Sir Griffith
Evans, a distinguished member of the Calcutta Bar, maintained that
a member of the Council was unfettered in the vote he gave. Phe-
roEeshah was of opinion that the ultimate responsibility in all
matters rested with the Secretary of State and his Council, and that
ths members of the Government of India could not well come in
codlkt with the latter. This view was endorsed by the Viceroy in his
speech in summing up the debate.
When the report of the Select Committee on the Bill was pre-
sented bf the Finance Member, Mr. Fazulbhoy Visram, a well-